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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a"broadcast flag." i am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose O W  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie send an ernail clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that 1 enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do i have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen Handley 
3925 161st Ave SE 
Bellevue, WA 98006 

', 
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October 11, 2003 

Comm19~1oner Mlchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Davld Fry 
4001 NW 122nd Street 

Oklahoma Clty. OK 73120 
Apt 628 

USA 



Tnesday. October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
W;ishingtou, I)C 20554 

\'IA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioncr Copps, 

As ii cousumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
:i broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will he far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
Iiy making us buy special-purpose 1)TV devices that are more expensive and less viriunble. 

In ;icldition. I am very concerned about the fair-use imlilications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I cau 
record Tv to watch later: clip a small piece of TV aud splice it into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
child's football gnme to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
npiirtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier I IJ  
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

I k n  Kenigno 
916 Magnolia 
Lake .Jackson, TX 77566 



Tuesday, October 21  2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Austin Murkland 
462 south st 
Litciifield, CT 06759 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
4 4 5  12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and compu te r  products, I u r g e  t h e  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  v o t e  against  t h e  adopt ion o f  a "broadcast f lag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digital television t rans i t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benef i ts  o f  switching t o  
and buy ing d ig i ta l  television equ ipment .  T h a t  t rans i t ion will be fa r  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network,  buy ing n e w  high- 
resolut ion displays, a n d  f inding r o o m  for ye t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please do no t  
allow the  MPAA a n d  i t s  all ies t o  h inder  t h e  t rans i t ion by making us buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  a r e  m o r e  expensive a n d  less valuable.  

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use impl icat ions o f  t h e  broadcast f lag. With 
today 's  technology, I can b e  m o r e  than a passive recipient o f  con ten t  -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a smal l  piece of TV and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie; send an e m a i l  cl ip of my child's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a d is tant  relat ive; o r  record a 
TV pi -ogram onto  a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  fr iend's apar tment .  The  broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  r e m o v e  th i s  contro l  a n d  f lexibi l i ty t ha t  I enjoy .  

I f  t he  m o v e  t o  digital television does no t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equ ipmen t?  A pre t t ie r  TV pic ture is h a r d l y  enough  reason f o r  m e  t o  d i s p e n s e w i t h  al l  m y  
current  consumer electronics and compu te r  equ ipment .  As a citizen a n d  consumer of 
broadcast television, I u r g e  you to p r o m o t e  t h e  digital t rans i t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Wel ls 
1728 Mart in  Ave SE 
Grand Rapids, M I  49507 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely 

Sean Davis 
45 West 300 South 
Smithfield, UT 84335 
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October 11, 2003 

Comrnissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federd Communicstiatia Commissiori 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washilgton, D C 20554 

Dew Michael Capps, 

I wn writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televimon. As a consumer 
wid citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer dghb, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

.A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their cwtomers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This wi l l  result in products that don't n e c e m d y  reflect what consumem like me sotually want, snd it could result in me being 
chwged more money for inferior functionslity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandnie, I would actually be less likely to mate an investment in DW-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleaae do not mandate broadcaet flag 
teclmology for dipjtal television. That& you for your time. 

Sirmerely, 

Mercedes Lackey 
16525 E 470 Rd 
Claremore, OK 74017 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21  2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexibie, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Lane Levin 
14503 Wisteria Hollow 
Houston, TX 77062 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Miohael J. Copps 
Federal Communicstions Commbsion 
443 12th Street, NW 
Wnuhirigton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I mi writing to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As a eommer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innowtion, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

.4 robust, competitive market for conswner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to iimnovate for their customers Allowing 
movie studios tn veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technolopists what new products they cmi 
create This wiU result B products that don't n e c e s ~ d y  reflect what conswners lite me actuaUy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for infenor f u n o t i o d t y  

Ifthe FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less l%ely to make 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not matidate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Shnne Celis 
5874 Southwind Dr 
S u i  Jose, CA 95138 
USA 

investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Joseph DiCastro 
891 Amsterdam 
New York. NY 10025 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Coinmi ssioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
coucemed that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Tlrc digital television tiansition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buving digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition? I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi@, create, and 
pal-ticipate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television. I 
u q e  you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Abookire 
4025 River Edge Rd. 
Clevelanc{ OH 441 11 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that i enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me t o  dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Nick Avillion 
30 Forest Court South 
Monmouth Junction, NJ 08852 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Deai- Commissioner Copps. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hindcr the transition by making us buy special-pni-pose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition I an1 very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast llag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more elljoyable, 
Ilexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Si rrccrely, 

Lawrence Boisvert 
429 Hines Rd 
Newfield NY 14867 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that Ien joy.  

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Si  t i  cerely, 

Phil True 
4816 Slater Ct.  
Saint Paul, MN 55122 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
\Vashington, DC 20554 

\ L 4  FL4CSIMILE 

Ika r  Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Conimunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipinent. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean disrnrdiiig my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
€or yet mother device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the trausition 
by making 11s buy specia-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

1x1 addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more eujoyahle, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As  a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
OlJlJOsing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Erncst Roil- 
24,342 Andrea St. Laguna Hills 
,Uiso Viejo, CA 02656 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J . Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. comoetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in ~~ ~ ~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~ ~~ ~~~ ~~ ~~~ 

manufacturers.' ability to innovate for  their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTU-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flay mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
niake an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Peter Bessman 
2 3 9  Hereford Court 
Millersville. MD 21108 
USA 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, N W  
IVashington, I)C 20554 

\L.\ k'.%CCSIMILE 

1)cur Commissioner C.opps. 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
s broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'Ihe digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digitnl television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
docsn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by mnking us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less vnluable. 

In  ;iddition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or  record a 'Ili program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
apartment. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

IT tlie move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

%;rkiyyah Karcein 
j:1oz Avenue F 
.-\listin, TX 78751 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioiier Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a coiisumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

Tile digital television transition relies 011 convincing coiisumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of N and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility t h a t  I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen atid consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Siticerely, 

Conrad Hershberger 
1044 Franklin S t .  
Nappanee, I N  46550 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for Consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features at DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and f could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you ror your time 

Sincerely, 

Seth Green 
1415 ChaDln St NW #I02 
Washington, DC 20009 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption o f a  "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
coiiceined that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume1 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
M P M  and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
we more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the [air-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can niodi6, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an eniail clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onlo a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthc move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
coiisunier electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioiL I 
ill-ge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Si lice rely, 

Gene Bullington 
6123 N.  Harlem Ave. 
Chicago. IL 6063 1 
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Tiiesdav, Octobrr 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. C.opps 
445 12th Street, N W  
M'zishington, I)C, 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

1)cur Commissioner Copps, 

As ii roiisuiiier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commonications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
II broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consnnier if switchiug 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record T\' to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip of my 
chikl's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
npnrtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposiug the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Lawrence Cobb 
::.504 Watercrest Court 
I)illlils, 75234 



'fnesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinderthe transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
arc more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
tcchnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - I can modify, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment'? A prettier TV picture is hmdly enough reason for me to dispense with all niy current 
consnmer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioik I 
iii.ge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

.TeffI,a Grua 
35265 Shuis Cr. 
Wildomar, CA 92595 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, i am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense wlth all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the  digital transltlon by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Marvin Eads 
209 Alexander Ct 
h i n g ,  TX 75061 
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Tiiesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, N W  
TVnshington, I)C 20554 

YIA FACSIMILE 

I k a r  Commissioner Copps, 

4 s  a cousuiner of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital televisioii transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findiug room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making u s  buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implicatioils of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and psrticipate. I can 
record TV to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a "V program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friends 
nyartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital televisiou does not make the public's viewing experieuce more eujoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? Aprettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen aiid consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

K o h l  Kirmeier 
St. Cloud 
Saint Cloud, MN 56301 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon 0f"broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innwatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N .  

A robust, compettbe market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Joshua Dlx 
106 Leslie Rd 
Monroevllle. PA 15146 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington! D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps? 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policywould be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. ?ius will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that limit my rights a t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtgtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Shawn Garbett 
4037 General Bate Drive 
Nashville, TN 37204 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12 th  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, a n d  computer  products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Commission t o  vo te  against  t h e  adopt ion of a "broadcast f lag." I a m  gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restrict t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digital television t rans i t ion relies on convincing consumers o f  t h e  benef i ts of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment .  That  transit ion will be far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding my existing h o m e  network,  buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, a n d  f inding r o o m  fo r  y e t  another  device in m y  l iving r o o m .  Please do no t  
allow the  MPAA a n d  i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  transit ion b y  making us buy  special-purpose D N  
devices tha t  a re  m o r e  expensive a n d  less valuable.  

I n  addition, I a m  very  concerned about  the fair-use implications of t he  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be m o r e  than a passive recipient of content  -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record N t o  watch  later; clip a smal l  piece of TV  and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie; send an emai l  clip o f  my child's footbal l  g a m e  to  a distant relative; o r  record a 
TV p rog ram onto a DVD a n d  play it a t  my friend's apar tment .  The broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove  th is  contro l  a n d  f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I enjoy .  

I f  t h e  m o v e  t o  digital television does n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy  n e w  
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hard ly  enough  reason fo r  m e  t o  dispense w i th  a l l  m y  
current  consumer electronics a n d  computer  equipment.  As a citizen and consumer of 
broadcast television, I u r g e  y o u  t o  p romote  the  digital transit ion b y  opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Don Simpson 
530 knickerbocker r d  
Schodack Landing, NY 1 2 1 5 6  
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
conceined that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumei 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allics to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am veiy concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast llag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi%, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove t h i s  
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer lo buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consuiiier electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television 1 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Si lice rely, 

Daiwin Teague 
200 E 34th St 
Anderson, IN 46013 



To Page 1 of 1 2003-10-22 00 32 14 (GMT) 16506181679 From 

Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
huying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV deviccs that 
are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition. I ani very concerned about the fair-use implications of the hi-oadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be nioi-e than a passive recipient ofcontent -- I can modi&, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. 
Ilexible. and exciting: what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast televisioiL I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Swinson 
402 Cloverbrook Drive 
Jamestown NC 27282 


